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STATEMENT OF BRIAN SCHWEITZER 
A GOVERNOR FROM THE STATE OF MONTANA 

  
 MR.  SCHWEITZER:  Thank you very  much for  invi t ing me 
and,  in  fac t ,  yes ,  I  l ived and worked in  Saudi  Arabia  for  seven years .   
I 've  been in  34 countr ies  around the  world ,  most ly  developing 
i r r igat ion in  the  developing world  and t ransferr ing American 
agr icul tura l  technology.   I 've  shipped f rozen embryos .   Before  we get  
in to  debate  about  i t ,  th is  i s  cat t le .  
 [Laughter . ]  
 MR.  SCHWEITZER:  Cat t le  embryos  and semen and l ive  
ca t t le ,  i r r igat ion equipment ,  seed,  and American technology a l l  over  
the  world .    
 Our  s i tuat ion  worldwide  in  coal  i s  this :  the  Uni ted  States  
leads  the  wor ld  in  coal  reserves;  Russ ia  i s  number  two;  China  i s  
number  three .   Let ' s  jus t  compare  China to  our  s i tua t ion here .   China 
has  about  114 bi l l ion tons  of  reserves ,  of  coal  reserves ,  recoverable  
reserves .   Montana a lone has  about  120 bi l l ion  tons.   Montana has  
about  32 percent  of  the  supply  in  th is  country and about  e ight  percent  
of  the  world 's  supply .  
 In  China ,  the  s i tuat ion  i s  tha t  most  of  the  coal  in  China i s  
in  the  nor th  and in  the  nor thwest ,  and Montana is  most ly  in  the  nor th  
and nor thwest .   They have bi tuminous coal ,  they have sub-bi tuminous ,  
and they have l igni te ,  same as  Montana.  
 78  percent  of  the  e lec t r ic i ty  produced in  China  comes f rom 
coal ,  and in  the  Uni ted  Sta tes ,  about  50 percent  of  our  e lect r ic i ty  
comes f rom coal .  
 Here 's  the  s i tuat ion,  fo lks .   Only  about  .8  of  a  percent  of  
the  people  in  China  own cars .   And yet  they are  one of  the  world 's  
largest  importers  of  o i l .   They wi l l  be  the  leaders  in  the  wor ld for  the  
foreseeable  fu ture  in  increases  of  energy product ion and consumpt ion.   
In  fac t ,  we bel ieve  that  they wi l l  complete  the  equivalent  of  one 500 
megawat t  e lec t r ic i ty  p lant  us ing pulver ized coal  per  week for  the  
foreseeable  future .  
 Dur ing the  next  30 years ,  China  wi l l  produce more  CO2 
than the  res t  of  the  world  has  for  the  las t  100 years .   Already in  the  
western Uni ted  Sta tes ,  more  than 50 percent  of  the  non-natural ly  
occurr ing mercury arr ived f rom China .  
 With  peak oi l  having arr ived or  soon arr iv ing,  China  wi l l  
increas ingly  re ly  on coal .   That  i s  the  energy source  that  they have.    
 The Uni ted  Sta tes  must  lead by example .   We are  the  
larges t  producers  of  CO2 today,  and whi le  we 've  managed to  mi t igate  
those  increases  and we are  making a t tempts  to  a t  leas t  d iscuss  the  
ques t ion of  g lobal  c l imate  change,  we actual ly  have no s tanding in  the  
world  today on global  c l imate  change--no s tanding.  
 And so when we discuss  the  s i tua t ion in  China,  f rankly 
how can we say to  a  growing economy l ike  China  that  you must  
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decrease  your  CO2 or  you must  f ind more  expensive  ways  of  producing 
energy or  consuming energy because  the  g lobe has  become much 
smal ler ,  and what  you do affects  us  in  the  Uni ted Sta tes?  
 Wel l ,  China  in  response  would  say,  dur ing the  las t  hundred 
years ,  you became the  weal th ies t  country  in  the  h is tory  of  the  wor ld 
because  of  your  great  consumpt ion of  foss i l  fuels ,  and we jus t  k ind of  
want  to  get  on the  wagon wi th  you.   So,  unt i l  the  Uni ted  Sta tes  leads ,  
unt i l  we develop the  technologies  and implement  them,  we wi l l  not  be  
able  to  say anything to  China  about  the i r  fu ture .  
 Montana is  a l ready working wi th  Yanzhou Coal  Company.   
They ' re  the  second- largest  coal  company in  China .   And the  bot tom 
l ine  here  i s  that  the  Uni ted States  has  got  to  develop a  carbon pol icy .   
And I  am back here  in Washington,  D.C. ,  where  they ' re  dang-good a t  
d iscuss ing th ings .   They discuss  them and they pont i f ica te ,  but  what  
ac t ion have  we taken?  
 Now,  there  are  some fundamental  problems.  We're  ta lk ing 
about  carbon sequest ra t ion today.   We're  saying that  in  order  for  the  
Uni ted  Sta tes  to  have s tanding,  in  order  for  coal  to  be  a  s ignif icant  
par t  of  the  energy fu ture ,  most  of  us  agree  that  coal  i s  going to  have to 
f ind a  way of  burying the  carbon dioxide .  
 Al l  r ight .   So where  are  we a t  today?  The only  carbon 
dioxide  that  we sequester  in  the  Uni ted  States  today is  used for  
enhanced oi l  recovery.   We 've  been doing that  for  about  the  las t  30 
years .  We're  able  to  pump carbon dioxide into these  geologic  zones ,  
force  the  o i l  out  of  the  rocks and the  CO2 in ,  and under  these  high 
pressures ,  ac tual ly  the  CO2 becomes a  sol id  and par t  of  the  rock.   Why 
wouldn ' t  i t  because ,  of  course ,  the  carbon came from the  rocks  to  begin  
wi th .   I t  came f rom deep in  the  ear th .   We br ing i t  to  the  surface .  
 When you disassocia te  the  carbon f rom the  hydrogen,  
there 's  a  burs t  of  energy,  and unfor tunate ly  then you have carbon 
dioxide .   But  i f  you can capture  that  carbon dioxide  and put  i t  r ight  
back into the  ear th ,  then coal  and other  hydrocarbons  could  indeed be  
par t  of  our  energy future .  
 Wel l ,  here 's  our  chal lenges .   Let ' s  s tar t  wi th  something as  
s imple  as  th is :  now probably  you know that  in  the  Uni ted  Sta tes ,  most  
s ta tes  have what  we cal l  spl i t  es ta tes ,  meaning the person or  the  
ent i t ies  who own the  minera ls  under  the  surface  may not  be  the  same 
ones  who own the  surface  land.  So,  in  pract ica l  terms,  i f  you come to  
Montana,  and you want  to  f ind out  who owns a  p iece  of  land or  who 
owns that  ranch,  you go on down to the  cour thouse ,  walk  in to  the  
cour thouse ,  and a l l  the  way in  the  back,  there 's  a  b ig  th ick  book,  dus ty .   
Dust  i t  of f  a  l i t t le  b i t ,  and then you open i t  up.   You go to  the  township 
and range that  you ' re  interes ted  in ,  then you fol low i t  down to  the  
sect ion,  and voi la .   That ' s  what  t i t le  companies  do everyday and the  
las t  t ime you bought  or  sold  a  house ,  tha t ' s  exact ly  what  they did .  
 There  i t  i s .   Joe  Manchin i s  the  owner  of  that  ranch in  
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Montana.   But  does  Joe  Manchin  own the  minerals  under  tha t  ranch?  
Maybe.   Maybe not .  In  order  to  f ind that  out ,  you go to  the  other  s ide  
of  the  cour thouse  and there  i s  another  dusty  book,  and you open i t  to  
that  township  and range and that  sec t ion,  and now whi le  i t ' s  t rue  that  
Joe  and Gai l  Manchin  own the  ranch,  you ' l l  f ind  out  tha t  they don ' t  
own a l l  the  minerals  under  i t .  
 In  fac t ,  the  federa l  government  owns some of  them and the  
s ta te  of  Montana owns some,  the  ra i l road owns some,  some dead lady 
f rom Omaha owns some,  and Joe  and Gai l  own 12-1/2  percent  of  the  
minera ls .   
 Okay.   That ' s  wel l  unders tood.   That ' s  the  legal  sys tem that  
we have in  th is  country ,  but  le t  me ask you th is  ques t ion.   We 're  
ta lk ing about  CO2 sequestra t ion,  t r i l l ions  of  tons of  carbon we 're  going 
to  sequester  dur ing the  next  30 years .   Who owns the  r ight  to  pump 
carbon dioxide  under  Joe  and Gai l ' s  ranch?   Joe  and Gai l?   They own 
the surface .  Or  the  minera l  owners?   They have the r ight  to  ext rac t  the  
minera ls .  
 But  who owns the  vacant  space  10,000 feet  below the  
ranch?   This  i s  k ind of  a  fundamenta l  legal  ques t ion.   We don ' t  know.  
That  has  not  been es tabl ished.   Western  governors  have been 
discuss ing th is .   Some s ta tes  are  working toward a  legal  solut ion but ,  
u l t imate ly ,  and unfor tunate ly ,  I  guess  we need Congress  to  do 
something here  because  i f  Montana has  one s tandard  and Wyoming has  
another  and we have carbon dioxide  that ' s  pass ing through s ta te  l ines ,  
and we have giant  sa l t  domes that  are  on both  s ides  of  the  border  in  
North  Dakota  and Montana,  we have to  es tabl ish  a  nat ional  s tandard.  
 Yet  we ' re  debat ing a  carbon cap and t rade  system in  th is  
country .   We 're  ta lk ing about  burying t r i l l ions  of  tons  and we don ' t  
even know who has  the  r ight .   I t ’s  a  fundamental  quest ion.   
 Liabi l i ty .   Who's  responsible  i f  there ' s  a  fa i lure  in  
sequestered carbon dioxide  dur ing the  f i rs t  ten  years ,  the  next  50 
years ,  the  next  500 and the  10,000 that  fo l low i t?   We haven ' t  
es tabl ished the  legal  sys tem.    
 Incent ives .   Some say the  carbon cap and t rade  sys tem is  a  
workable  sys tem.   In  fac t ,  many of  the  u t i l i t ies  in  the  Uni ted Sta tes  are 
proponents  of  a  carbon cap and t rade  sys tem.   I  th ink you 've  seen some 
of  the  largest  ut i l i t ies  and some of  the  largest  technology companies ,  
GE and some of  the  larges t  u t i l i t ies ,  in  fac t ,  have formed a  consor t ium.   
They have  come before  Congress  and said  we need a  carbon cap and 
t rade  sys tem.   So you say,  wel l ,  how does  that  rea l ly  work?  
 Wel l ,  they say i t ' s  pret ty  s imple .   We wi l l  se t  a  cap on the  
amount  of  carbon dioxide  that ' s  produced in  th is  country  and then we 
wi l l  se t  goals  to  decrease  the  amount  of  carbon that  you produce in  the  
future .   Who gets  the  r ight  to  produce the  carbon dioxide  r ight  now?  
Wel l ,  they s t ra ighten thei r  t ie  and they say,  we do.   We 're  the  ones  who 
are  producing the  carbon r ight  now.   We 're  f ranchised to  cont inue to  
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produce carbon,  and as  we decrease  our  product ion,  then we ' l l  be  
rewarded in  some way wi th  incent ives .  
 Why wouldn ' t  they be  for  a  sys tem l ike  that?   We've  jus t  
offered f ranchises  to  those  who produce carbon.   That  sys tem may 
work.   I t  may not .  
 Some say that  we ought  to  jus t  have a  carbon tax  and le t  
tha t  tax  be  neutra l .   Others ,  for  example ,  some of  the  larger  coal  
companies ,  say  that  any kind of  a  carbon tax  is  going to  des t roy the  
compet i t ive  nature  of  the  Uni ted Sta tes .   I t  wi l l  increase  the  pr ice  of  
our  e lect r ic i ty  by a  mul t ip le  of  one or  two or  three  t imes ,  and we 
s imply can ' t  a f ford a  carbon tax.   Others  have proposed that  we need 
jus t  an  energy tax ,  that  i f  you are  a  consumer  of  energy,  you pay a  
por t ion of  what  you ' re  consuming to  the  federal  government  and the  
federa l  government  wi l l  use  that  money to  develop the  research and 
commercia l iza t ion of  carbon sequest ra t ion.  
 I  don ' t  have  the  answers ,  but  I  can te l l  you th is .   We are  a  
long ways  f rom having the  answers  today,  and yet  we ' re  in  a  posi t ion 
where  we have got  to  move now because  i f  we wai t  another  ten years ,  
China and the  developing world  are  going to  cont inue  to  produce  
carbon dioxide  and mercury a t  unprecedented ra tes .  
 So s tep  one.   The Uni ted  Sta tes  has  got  to  have s tanding.   
The Uni ted  Sta tes  has  got  to  develop those  technologies  tha t  wi l l  e i ther  
produce c lean coal  technology or  somehow walk away f rom coal .   Now 
there  are  those  who say you cannot  put  l ips t ick  on a  p ig .   They don ' t  
l ike  coal .   They cal l  coal  a  four- le t ter  word.   Wel l ,  I  guess  tha t ' s  one  
way of  looking a t  i t ,  but  unless  you are  wi l l ing to  l ive  naked in  t rees  
and eat  nuts ,  coal  i s  going to  be  par t  of  your  fu ture .  
 Remember ,  50 percent  of  the  e lect r ic i ty  produced in  th is  
country  comes f rom coal .   I  have some f r iends  who say,  wel l ,  I  am 
going to  dr ive  an  e lec t r ic  car .   I 'm get t ing off  of  those  hydrocarbons .   I  
don ' t  want  anything to  do wi th  hydrocarbons  anymore .   Wel l ,  so  that  
e lec t r ic  car  has  a  long cord  that  i s  hooked to  a  ta l l  smokestack because  
50 percent  of  our  e lec t r ic i ty  comes f rom coal .  
 Today our  chal lenge is  to  develop the  technology and to  
t ransfer  the  technology.   Tom Brokaw and his  wi fe  Meredi th  ac tual ly  
s tar ted  in  South  Dakota ,  but  now they 've  had the  good sense  to  buy a  
ranch in  Montana,  and they ' re  ra is ing some buffa lo .   And Meredi th  i s  
a t tempt ing to  spend most  of  the  money that  Tom has  made in  the  las t  
40 years  buying horses .  
 [Laughter . ]  
 MR.  SCHWEITZER:  She 's  wel l  on her  way.   Tom wrote  a  
book,  and you probably  know of  this  book,  ca l led  The Greates t  
Generat ion,  and the  premise  of  the  book was  s imply th is :  tha t  the  
greates t  generat ion was reared in  the  Great  Depression,  those  
sophomores  in  h igh school ,  juniors  in  h igh school ,  graduat ing from 
high school  in  1934 or  '35  or  '38 ,  when most  of  the  people  tha t  they 
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knew didn ' t  have  a  job unless  they were working for  the  government ,  
when people  looked at  one another  in  shock,  and openly  asked the  
quest ion does  democrat ic  capi ta l i sm even work?   Does  th is  exper iment  
have mer i t  in  the  fu ture?   
 Wel l ,  the  Great  Depress ion was  conquered,  and then la ter  
they were  chal lenged and they were  asked to  defeat  tyranny in  Europe.   
In  a  four-year  per iod,  we became the  number  one  mi l i tary power  in  the  
wor ld .   We bui l t  the  mi l i tary  indust r ia l  complex.   We t ra ined our  
mi l i tary ,  and in  a  four-year  per iod,  less  t ime than we 've  been in  I raq ,  
we defeated tyranny in  Europe and Asia .  
 Later ,  my genera t ion,  I  was  only  s ix ,  seven years  o ld ,  and 
people  a l l  over  America  were  gazing in to  the  night  skies .   Most  of  you  
are  o ld  enough to  remember  th is .   We were  looking in to the  n ight  skies  
and among the  s tars ,  we saw a  sa te l l i te  tha t  was  moving,  Sputnik ,  and 
that  s imple  sate l l i te ,  one sate l l i te ,  sa id to  the  American people  that  we 
had fa l len  behind the  Russ ians  in  aerospace technology.  
 And i t  was  Pres ident  Kennedy,  even though he  had advisors  
who sa id  to  h im,  Mr.  President ,  don ' t  go  before  the  American people  
and say we 're  going to  put  a  man on the  moon in  ten  years ;  we don ' t  
even know i f  i t ' s  technical ly  feasible.   In  fac t ,  there  were  sc ient is ts  
who thought  perhaps  there  might  have been jus t  500 feet  of  dust ,  and 
when you landed some kind of  a  spacecraf t ,  i t  would  s ink hundreds  of  
meters  in to  the  dust .  
 There  were  those  who sa id  i t  would  be  imposs ible  to  land 
on the  moon in  ten  years ,  but  i t  was  Pres ident  Kennedy who did  go 
before  the  American people  and sa id this  i s  the  grea tes t  chal lenge of  
th is  generat ion,  and we wi l l  put  a  man on the  moon in  ten  years .   And 
when that  Apol lo  miss ion landed,  i t  had less  comput ing technology 
than your  ce l l  phone.  
 Now,  we are  faced wi th  the  greates t  chal lenge in  the  
h is tory  of  our  country ,  and that  chal lenge is  to  produce energy for  th is  
country  domest ica l ly  wi thout  increas ing carbon dioxide  and mercury 
emiss ions .   And not  only  developing the  technology for  th is  country ,  
but  t ransferr ing i t  to  the  res t  of  the  wor ld .   I f  we get  i t  r ight  in  th is  
generat ion,  we wi l l  be  known for  seven genera t ions  as  the  greates t  
generat ion.   I f  we ge t  i t  wrong,  heaven help  us .   Thank you.  
 CHAIRMAN BARTHOLOMEW:  Thank you very  much.  
 


